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the Blessed Virgin — nay, no mention of the name of 
her who is now described as the only refuge of sinners. 
The last book of the New Testament is the Apocalypse, 
supposed to have been written by the Apostle St John, 
at the close of his life, and in which we ought to expect 
to find anything necessary to be believed and practised 
which had not beenrecorded in the previous part of the 
canon of Scripture. In this book, however, we are 
equally unable to find any mention of the Blessed 
Yirgin. 

We have bow laid before out readers everything we 
o*n find inSoripture on the subject of the Blessed Vir- 
gin;. We make no comment on these passages, but in- 
vitaour readers to compare them for themselves with 
the teaching cf the Church of Rome on the same sub- 
JBCfa. On a future occasion we may, perhaps, give an 
account, in like manner, of the doctrine of the Fathers 
of-the.firat three centuries with regard to her. 



INFALLIBILITY. 
Ik the early numbers of this paper we reprinted 
in full an essay on this subject by the present 
Archbishop of Dublin, and stated our intention 
of giving the reply in a future number. The 
press of correspondence and other original matter 
has hitherto obliged us to postpone that reply, 
for which (as we have already done) we beg 
again to apologize to our readers, and proceed 
now to perform our promise, by giving them, in a 
condensed form, the substance of by far the 
ablest answer which has come to our notice — 
that of the Rev. Patrick Murray, D.D., Professor 
of Dogmatic and Moral Theology in the Royal 
College of St. Patrick, Maynooth.* 

We think it very satisfactory that an answer 
to Dr. Whately should have been undertaken by 
a gentleman of acknowledged ability, and holding 
so high an official position as an accredited 
teacher in the church ; and we cannot but com- 
mend the temperate and courteous tone in which 
it is written, as well as the tact and ability of 
the writer. Whether he has succeeded in prov- 
ing what he professes to have shown — viz., that 
the Archbishop " has completely failed in his ar- 
gument against the doctrine of infallibility" — we 
must leave to our readers to judge, after perusing 
the arguments which we now lay before them ; 
or, what would be still better, the original essays 
themselves, which we would strongly recommend 
to every one interested in this important contro- 
versy. 

THE ABCHBISHOP'S ABGUMENT. 
Such of our readers as are in possession of his grace's 
essay (for which see our first and second numbers), 
will remember that its leading argument is substantially 
as follows : — 

St. Paul, in his farewell address to the elders of 
Ephesus and Miletus (Acts xx. 29-31), gives them a 
very solemn warning (repeated in several of his epistles), 
that after his departure false teachers should arise, and 
oven from among themselves (from the bosom of their 
own Church), who should teach perverted doctrines to 
draw away the disciples after them, against whom he 
calls on them to watch, and to remember that, by the 
space of three years, he ceased not to warn every one, 
night and day, with tears. 

If we had not these accounts in the Bible, the arch- 
bishop observes, that it might seem incredible that any 
inch thing should have taken place, or that false 
teachers should have been permitted to gain a hearing, 
or have been able to draw away the disciples from the 
fitffch ; and we might have been disheartened, and felt 
as if God had forsaken his Church, in leaving Chris- 
tians to find their safety against such false teachers- in 
watchful, careful, and honest examination of every 
doctrine taught ; but from these passages we see, that 
from the very first, this care and watchfulness were in- 
dispensably necessary to guard against the danger of 

• Published by Gerald Bellew, 79, Grafton street; Dublin, 
lS't'l ; in the third volume of a series of essays, chiefly theo- 
logical, originally entitled the Irish Annual Miscellany. 

It was our intention to have reprinted this essay verbatim, 
as we had done that of Archbishop Whately ; bat on application 
for permission to do so, were referred by Dr. Murray to his pub- 
lisher, Mr. Bellew, who refused such permission in terms less 
courteous than we should have expected, giving us, at the same 
time, unlimited power to abuse Dr. Murray's essay (which, we 
suppose, was without Or. Murray's aiuhority, and are notlikely 
to avail ourselves of), and cautioning us against giving, even 
by way of extract, more tlian one-fourth of the essay in question. 
It is not, therefore, oar fault, which we hope our readers will 
observe, that we do net give the whole of Dr. Murray's reply in 
hi* own words. 



false teachers introducing corruptions of the true Gospel; 
and that, even then, Christians were required to be on 
their guard against the grievous wolves in sheep's cloth- 
ing who would enter in, not sparing the flock. "But 
how does St. Paul," continues the archbishop, "tell 
his hearers to provide against this danger ? 

' ' Does he promise them that the primitive or early 
Church shall be safe from it ? that no inroads of error 
will take place for the first three or four hundred years ? 
" Or does he tell them that they will find their safety 
in apostolical succession 9 that it is miraculously pro- 
vided that no teacher shall ever mislead them, who has 
but been regularly ordained by himself, or by those 
appointed by him to succeed him in the office of or- 
daining ? 

" Or, does he tell them that when any point of doubt 
and difficulty arises, they are to find safety in applying 
to Peter and to those who shall be divinely appointed 
from time to time as his successors and representatives, 
for decisions and directions that cannot be wrong ? Not 
a word is said of any Apostle but himself: or of any 
one who should succeed him in the apostolic office. To 
himself, during his life, they would naturally apply by 
letter, if opportunity offered, for directions in any case 
of doubt that might arise. But not even any Apostle — 
much less any successor of an Apostle — is mentioned by 
Paul as the. infallible guide, whom, after his own death, 
they were to consult. 

" Or, does he bid them resort to some central Church 
— whether at Jerusalem, or at Borne, or at Byzantium 
— and seek there for infallible guidance ? 

" Or, does he direct them to summon a general coun- 
cil, or assembly of all Christians, and refer every ques- 
tion that may arise to the decision of a majority of its 
votes ; with a full assurance that these should be so 
supernaturally overruled by the Holy Spirit as to secure 
them from the possibility of mistake? 

" No : he makes no allusion whatever to any other 
Church or prelate ; to any successor cf Peter or of the 
other Apostles; or to any infallible council, as their 
guide. But he tells them to tajik heed to themselves, 
and to the flock they are set over; he tells them to 
•watch;' and he exhorts them to remember his own 
earnest warnings to them. 

" Now, if there had been provided by the Most High 
any such safeguard as had been alluded to — if Paul had 
known of any order of men, any bishop or archbishop, 
any particular Church, or general council, designed by 
Providence as an infallible guide, and a sure remedy 
against errors and corruptions, would he not have been 
sure, on such an occasion as this, to give notice of it? If, 
when he foresaw the peril of the Church, like that of a 
ship in a dangerous storm, he bad known of a safe port, 
just at hand, and easily entered, is it to be believed that 
lie would have never alluded to it, but have left his 



either what we would wish, or what we would think 
probable in a revelation from God. It is opposed both 
to men's feelings and to their expectations. 
" To examine again and again — to think and consider 

to hesitate and to make up one's mind cautiously — 

to be always ready to hear anything fair that can be 
said — and to acknowledge that, after all, we may be 
mistaken; all this is, on many accounts, contrary to 
men's natural inclinations. Some have no confidence 
in their own judgment, and are, therefore, afraid of 
being left in any way to its guidance ; some are so 
proud that they cannot bear to acknowledge themselves 
in doubt or uncertainty -, some are so indolent, that 
they do not like the trouble of thinking and deciding ; 
some wish to escape the anxious cares connected with 
such a state, and cannot bear to be in the least degree of 
uncertainty. And hence there is a strong prejudice or 
feeling beforehand, in favour of any system which pro- 
mises to put an end to the work of inquiry at once 
and for ever, and to relieve us from all embarrassing 
doubt and uncomfortable self-distrust. And this is> 
done, either by setting forth the authority of an infalli- 
ble church, which is to mark out, on every point, what 
we are to believe and to do ; thus relieving- us from all 
trouble and anxiety, and from all necessity of acting, on 
the Apostle's warning to ' take heed to ourselves :' or, 
again, by putting in place of such a church immediate 
inspiration from heaven, whether bestowed on each in- 
dividual who belongs to a certain sect or party, or on 
some highly -gifted leader, who will communicate to his 
followers the messages he receives from heaven. Widely 
different, in many points, as these sects, and parties, and 
churches are from each other, they all agree in the one 
fundamental point just noticed. They all address them- 
selves to that powerful principle in human nature 
already noticed, the craving for infallibility in religious 
matters. 

" It is true, that hardly any one is found who in words 
claims or v expects to be personally infallible ; still we may 
truly say, that there is in human nature a craving for 
infallibility, which inclines men beforehand to receive 
the pretensions, either of a supposed infallible church, 
or of those who claim or who promise immediate inspi- 
ration. Accordingly, some persons waver for a time 
between these two kinds of pretensions, and at last 
give in to the one or the other. Again, you may find 
persons changing from the one to the other, and some- 
times thus changing more than once : and it might be 
added, that one may find instances of the same indivi- 
dual, himself unchanged, exposed to severe blame at 
different times, not only from different persons, but even 
from the same ; first, for refusing to join the one party, 
and afterwards for refusing to join the other most op- 
posed to it ; both parties, much as they are opposed to 
each other, still always clinging to the confident expec- 



hearers exposed to the storms ? Would he have been, in j tation of finding that infallibility above spoken of. They 
that case, 'pure' — as he declares he was — 'from the blood ! are inquiring only after a way of freeing themselves 
of all men ?' Can any one seriously think, that against ] from the trouble of all further inquiry. Their care is 
the dangers which he had been warning them of, and only to relieve themselves, in the end, from all further 
weeping over, for three years, he knew of a complete j need of watchful care. They are like men in a^ship. 



safeguard, andyet was so wanting in his duty — so careless 
of their well-being — as never to make the slightest men- 
tion of anything of the kind ? To suppose this would be 
to suppose him destitute not only of all faithfulness in 
his high office, but of common prudence and good sense. 



searching for a perfectly safe harbour, in which the 
helm may be abandoned, and the ship left to ride se- 
curely, without any need of watching the winds and 
currents, and of looking out for rocks and shoals. 
They hope to obtain, in all ages of the Church, that 



And yet, if any such provision"really had been made by ' freedom "from all need of watchful circumspection, 
the author of our faith, it is utterly inconceivable that [ which was not granted even in the ages of the Apostles ; 
the Apostle Paul should have been— and that, too, on ; for we find that, even when there were these infallible 
such an occasion as this — left in utter ignorance of its : guides on earth, Christians are perpetually warned of 
existence. ! the danger of mistaking ' false apostles' for true." 

•• Whatever nuty be the precise meaning of our Lord's i . — 

promise—' Lo, I am with you always, even unto the ■ DR MUBBAYS ABGUMENT. 

c'. of the world,' — it is, at least, perfectly clear what it ,. . . , _„(.„;„_+„ 

c:ld no* mean; it could not relate to anything either . ^, TO ™ £ r f 1 { mma 1 7 ren ? arks ' an< ?jfZnff£ 
Hi. '-nown to Paul, or kept back by him from his hearers. '■ Archbishop Whately's observations upon the craving for 
All that heknew, and that it was for their benefit to infallibility in «*^^^«*I^^J*yS^? 
learn, he had, as he solemnly declares, taught to them, human nature and to the Protestant doctrine of the aU- 
and this was no less than the whole counsel and design^ ' sufficiency of Scripture as the sole rule of &»£.««£ 
of God. ' I take you to record this day that I am pure taining all that is necessary to 1 e beheved or followed 
from the blood of all men. For I have not shunned to to make men wise unto salvation, Dr. Murray pro- 
declare unto you all the counsel of God. Take heed . ceeds thus : — 

therefore unto yourselves, and to all the flock, over the I " Now, if this theory of the sufficiency of Scripture 
which the Holy Ghost hath made you overseers, to feed be true, and if the temptation to admit an inUUible au- 
the Church of God, which he hath purchased with his thority be such as Dr. Whately describes- it, then no 
own blood. Por I know this, that after my departing light prqpumption would exist that a specific admonition 
shall grevious wolves enter in among you, not sparing against a danger so imminent — so deeply rooted in 
the flock. Also of your own selves shall men arise, human nature— so peculiarly, because of us own nature, 
speaking perverse things, to draw away disciples after permanently, and incurably, fatal to sound doctrine-- 
them. Therefore watch, and remember, that by the would have been given by our Lord or his Apostles, and 
space of three years I ceased not to warn every one, would have been pretty clearly recorded in Scripture, 
night and day, with tears.' Prom all this we may The presumption becomes infinitely stronger when we 
learn, among other things, how great is the mistake of consider that there is a number of passages in both the 
those who are satisfied that they can trace up to a very Old and New Testaments, which 1 1 take for granted 
early period— to what they call the primitive Church— Dr. Whately would admit) seem, at first sight, to 101» 
some doctrine or practice not found in God's holy ply something very like what we call infallibility. Such 
Word ; and they consider this as showing God's appro- are those texts of the prophecies in which the Church of 
bation of what may have been, after all, one of the j the New Law is represented as for ever so pure and 
' perverse things ' introduced by false teachers, and I glorious, ever finally triumphant over all her enemies, 
against which Paul so earnestly warned the elders." ever beloved of God and protected by him. Still more 

The archbishop then proceeds to observe "that the distinct and emphatic are the passages of the New_ Tea- 
exposure of Christians to those dangers, and the call ; tament, wherein it is said that the invisible enemieB ot 
upon them, both ministers and laity, for the continued the Church should never prevail against her (Matt. xvi. 
exercise of watchful caution, is far from appearing to be 18) ; where our Lord promises to be with his Church 
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all days — that is, permanently, without ever deserting 
her for a single moment — even to the end of the world 
(Ibid, xxviii. 20) ; where he promises that the Para- 
clete, the Spirit of truth, shall be given to the Apostles, 
and be with them, and abide m them for ever, and 
teach them all things and recall to their memory 
all things which he had revealed (John xiv. 16, 26 
— xvi. 13) ; where the inspired Apostle calls the Church 
the pillar and the prop of truth 1 Tim. iii. 15, Stc. 

" I am not now asserting (though I firmly believe) 
that these texts prove the infallibility. All I assert is, 
that they furnish some very plausible grounds for that 
doctrine. Taking this, therefore, into account, together 
with the danger arising from ' the craving after infalli- 
bility,' a very strong presumption arises, that, accord- 
ing to the Protestant doctrine on the sufficiency of 
Scripture, some corrective should have been furnished 
in some part of the Sacred Volume. As the texts of the 
Old Testament, which seem to promise a temporal 
king in the Messias are sufficiently explained by the 
many Btriking passages which clearly foretell a suf- 
fering Messias, and which, therefore (especially when 
joined with the evidences furnished by the Gospel), 
compel us to interpret the pictures of temporal glory 
and power as but types, sensible and earthly images of 
the spiritual kingdom which is not of this world. 

" Of course,! do not insist on the preceding as if it 
proved anything decisively : only as Dr. Whately is so 
very much given to this sort of presumptive a priori 
reasoning (I mean a priori in reference to dogmatic 
proof), it is not useless to show that we, too, are not 
wanting in presumptive arguments." 

After these preliminary remarks, Dr. Murray thus 
proceeds : — 

" But I am delaying too long from the examination 
of Dr. Whately's argument on the text of St. Paul — a 
text which, I suppose, he would say, furnishes the re- 
quired corrective. Let us see. 

" L The argument may, for facility of examination, 
be put in the following form : — 

" If Christ had established any infallible authority 
on earth for defining articles of faith and settling con- 
troversies, St. Paul (to whom, of course, such an insti- 
tution would have been known) would surely have re- 
ferred thereto as a means, or the means, of overcoming 
the dangers which he warns against. Nor would he 
have confined himself to exhorting the elders to watch 
over themselves and their flock, to remember his own 
earnest warnings, &c. , as if these were their only means 
of safety. But St. Paul does not say one word about 
such authority ; on the contrary, he confines himself to 
the exhortations just stated. Therefore no such infal- 
lible authority was established. 

"ANSWER. 

"I deny the two first propositions; and, in direct 
and absobute contradiction to them, assert that, sup- 
posing an infallible authority to have been established, 
in the first place, St. Paul was in no way called upon 
to refer to it as a security against the evils described by 
him, and that he did point out the only real means of 
security ; that, in the second place, it would have been 
idle and beside his purpose to refer to it ; and that, in 
the third place, such reference would have been in the 
highest degree inexpedient and pernicious. 

"First. The object of the Apostle's address in no 
way required that he should make any reference what- 
ever to the infallible teaching of the Church. 

It is plain from the repeated assertions of St. Paul that 
those whom he was addressing had received from him 
full instruction in the whole body of the Christian doc- 
trine, and in the economy of the Christian dispensation. 
They therefore had no need to recur to an infallible tri- 
bunal to learn for the first time what they had already 
known before, or to learn more fully and distinctly what 
they had previously received but partially and obscurely. 
St. Paul had taught every one of them — taught them 
night and day, through their houses, for three years — 
had taught them the whole counsel of God ; withheld 
nothing that was profitable. The instruction was per- 
fect ; their knowledge was complete ; they needed no 
further teaching from any tribunal, fallible or infallible. 

"The case, then, which St. Paul contemplates, was 
not that of danger from their ignorance or want of in- 
formation, still less from ' any point of doubt or diffi- 
culty arising' as to what was or was not taught by him — 
that is, as to what was or was not revealed doctrine. 

" This is made, if possible, still plainer by the words 
in which he describes the very case, and the only case, 
he contemplates. Their danger was from ' ravening 
wolves,' from men 'not sparing the flock,' from men 
' speaking perverse things,' and trying thereby * to 
draw disciples after them.' Mark his words — ' Take 
heed therefore to yourselves and to the whole flock 
wherein the Holy Ghost has placed you bishops, to rule 
the Church of God, which he hath purchased with his 
wn blood. For I know this, that after my departure 
ravening wolves will enter in among you, not sparing the 
flock. And of your own selves shall rise men speaking 
perverse things to draw away disciples after them. 
There/ore watch,' &c. (v. 28, &c.) 

" That it is to say, the danger was from undisguised 
heretics and schismatics, endeavouring to corrupt 
their faith ['speaking perverse thiuge'J, and to break 



the unity of the Church [' to draw disciples after 
them']. 

" This was the enemy they had to combat. How, then, 
were they to meet and defeat him ? By flying to an in- 
fallible church, an infallible council, or an infallible see ? 
For what purpose ? To learn the true doctrine, to learn 
whether they were to embrace the perverse teaching ? 
But all this they had already learned, and learned from 
an infallible Apostle. They had received the whole 
counsel of God, each one of them ; nothing had been 
withheld. 

"They already possessed the treasure of sound doctrine. 
The danger to which they were afterwards to be ex- 
posed, and of which the Apostle forewarns them, was 
the danger of losing this treasure. Their duty was to 
preserve it. And now I assert, that the means pointed 
out by St. Paul were the means and the sole means of 
fulfilling this duty: the means whereby Christian 
bishops and other pastors through all time are to pro- 
tect themselves and their flocks against the assaults of 
heresy and schism. Another infallible authority could 
only repeat and evolve the instructions here laid down. 
Listen : — 

" 'I have not spared to declare unto you all the counsel 
of God.' You have now the whole body of Christian 
doctrine from a divinely commissioned and infallible 
authority : you require not now to seek any more, to 
be taught over again. 

'"Ravening wolves will enter in among you,' &c. 
When I am gone, the unity and faith of the Church 
will be assailed among you. I warn you of the dan- 
ger. As the homely proverb has it — Forewarned, 
Jorearmed. 

"'Take heed to yourselves — watch.' What mean 
these weighty words ? What means Christian watch- 
iDg against the snares and attacks of the devil and his 
ministers ? It is not as the watching for an indifferent 
event, as for an eclipse of the moon or the arrival of a 
pageant. It is watching for the coming of an enemy, 
who, if he finds you unprepared to resist him, will cap- 
ture and slay you. It is a practical watching ; * watch- 
ing with your spiritual armour on ; a watching in faith, 
and humility, and prayer, and the practice of all virtues 

for by such weapons only are these ' ravening 

wolves' defeated. You need not run here or run there 
to look for the truth of Christ : you have received 
it from me : it is within you : keep it, and these are 
the means of keeping it: Take heed to yourselves — 
watch. 

" 'I commend you to God and to the word cfhis grace, 
who is able to bind up,' &c. God'B grace will 
strengthen you to overcome the dangers I foretell : ask 
it : adopt the means of securing it : trust in it. 

'"Keeping in memory,' &c. For three years have I 
laboured among yon, teaching eveTy one of you, teach- 
ing all the counsel of God. Forget not my labours and 
instructions : keep them before your minds : in the re- 
collection thereof you will see the deformity of perverse 
teaching, and fly from it. 

" ' Take heed to the whole flock, wherein the Holy 

Ghost hath appointed you bishop* to rule the Church.' 
You are the pastors of the people. It is the duty of 
pastors to watch over the flock, to protect them. Your 
pastoral vigilance is a divinely appointed means of sav- 
ing them from the inroads of heresy and from all sin. 
'"If, in our own day, St. Paul were to come down on 
earth to warn the bishopsofany country againstapproach- 
ing trials— e. g , against a new heresy on theDivinity of 
our Lord, what fuller and more apposite instruction could 
he give them than he gave at Ephesus — even in the 
hypothesis of a permanent infallible authority ? Should 
he direct them to direct themselves to that authority ? 
For what purpose ? To teach them more clearly and 
surely the Divinity of Christ ? But this they, by the 
hypothesis of the case, already know and believe most 
firmly ; as the ancients at Ephesus knew and believed 
most firmly all the counsel of God. To settle a contro- 
versy ? But, by the hypothesis, there is no controversy 
except the deadly controversy between the Church and 
heresy ; as the controversy foretold by St. Paul was to 
be only between the Church on one hand and the raven- 
ing wolves on the other. To teach them how to pre- 
serve the orthodox faith in themselves and their flocks ? 
But no infallible church need be consulted to learn this. 
St. Paul has given the lesson once for all. Not be 
alone, nor he on this occasion only. It is written in the 
plainest characters on every page of the Gospel — 
' Watch and pray that ye enter not into temptation.' It 
is in every catechism : it is one of the simple elements 
of Christian moral* : it is a Christian ' household 
word :' children learn it with the first rudiments of faith. 
No new appeal to infallible authority is necessary for 
Christian bishops to learn it. Yet it is all that is neces- 
sary for them to know, and for all to know, in order to 
overcome the dangers foretold by St. Paul. 

' " In a word, the function of infallible authority, as such, 
is to ' preserve,' define, propose, teach sound doc- 
trine, and proscribe erroneous doctrine. They already 
possessed the whole of the sound doctrine in its purity. 
The danger to which they were to be exposed was that 
of falling away from the truth, of losing the grace of 
faith. That grace is to be preserved, like every other, 
by avoiding the occasion of sin, by watching and prayer, 



and pastoral supervision. These are the means estab- 
lished by God, and no other. 

"This is enough. It is, therefore, evident, inthe/Jrst 
place, that, supposing a perpetual infallible tribunal to 
have been established, St. Paul was in no waycaHed 
upon to refer those whdm he was addressing to such tri» 
banal, or to any tribunal whatever, as a preservative 
against the perils described by hitn. 

" Secondly. From what has been said, it is equally 
evident that It would have been idle and impertinent 
in St. Paul to have made any snch reference. For 
recourse to an infallible tribunal is not the means, not 
in any way a part of the means, of overcoming the dan;, 
gers in qnestion. 

"Thirdly. Such reference wonM have been not only 
useless, but positively pernicious. 

"For 1°. As recourse to a new judgment of the infal- 
lible tribunal is not a means of overcoming the danger, 
to refer thereto, for such a purpose, Woold have been to 
turn men's attention from the true means of meeting 
and subduing temptation, to false and inefficient means. 
It would be like recommending the officers of a be- 
leaguered garrison to send a deputation to the Queen in 
parliament assembled, to know whether they should 
desert to the enemy. They require no authority to tell 
them that their duty is to fight the enemy and beat him 
back, but in no case to desert to him. Or it would be 
as if one, after telling a traveller that there are wolves 
in the quarter he is entering, and after describing the 
animal's appearance so minutely that there is no possi- 
bility of mistaking it, should conclude by saying— 
' You will surely meet' " Tavening wolves" on your jouis 
ney ; and when you do meet them, I would counsel you 
to send your servant to a competent judge in the next 
village, to know whether the animal is really a won? 
and really mischievous.' Meantime the wolves pour 
down aiid kill all before them. The true advice would 
be — ' Keep a sharp look out over yourself and your at- 
tendants, and trust to the accuracy of your aim and the 
goodness of your rifle' — Take heed: watch. 

" 20. Such reference would imply that a new sen- 
tence or definition of the infallible authority was needed. 
That is, it would imply a direct contradiction to St. 
Paul's own repeated assertions, that he had communi- 
cated to them the fullness cf divine truth. 

[" It may be said that, although the generation of 
ancients addressed by St. Paul had been fully instructed, 
and, inasmuch as the sure means of preserving the know- 
ledge thus communicated were pointed out to them, 
they could not, without grievously sinful neglect, ever 
after lose any part of the deposit of faith ; yet, in after 
times, under the pressure of persecution or from other, 
causes, the knowledge of men might become imperfect, 
and doubts and difficulties might arise, that would re- 
quire the intervention of an infallible tribunal to settle, 
if such tribunal existed. 

" To this I answer, l*"- Though the warnings and in- 
strnctions of the Apostle are in their general sense appli- 
cable to all times and places, yet the specific danger 
which he here foretels is manifestly one that was to 
occur not long after. For he says, ' after my departure 
ravening wolves will enter in ;' a form of words which 
could not with propriety be used to designate a far dis- 
tant event. And he immediately adds, as if to impress 
on them more strongly the proximity of the evil— 'And 
of your own selves shall arise men speaking perverse 
things.' We learn accordingly from his epistles to 
Timothy, who was at the time Bishop of Ephesus, that 
these ' ravening wolves' did actually appear during that 
generation and very soon after his own departure. 
' Having faith and a good conscience, which some re- 
jecting have made shipwreck concerning the faith. Of 

whom is Hymeneus and Alexanler,' &c 1. Tim. i. 

19, 20. ' Thou knowest this that all they who are in 
Asia, are turned away from me; of whom are Phigellus 
and Hermogenes.' — 2 Tim. i. 15. St. Paul might have 
contemplated a general case, the general fortunes of the 
Church in after ages; but hedidnot contemplate except* 
particular case, and shaped his admonitions accordingly. 
'• From the fact just established, a fresh, distinct, tin- 
answerable argument presents itself against Dr. 
Whately's proof, which may be thus briefly stated.] 

" An infallible authority — namely, that of St. Paul 
and the other Apostles — was actually living, speaking, 
teaching, denning, at the very time when the dangers 
foretold by St. Paul were to occur and did occur. But 
St. Paul does not refer to this infallible authority as a 
means of providing against those dangers. Therefore be 
did not think it necessary to refer to an infallible autho- 
rity, though existing, as a means of providing against 
those dangers. 

" 2* - St Paul, as I have already shown, is not con- 
templating the case of bona fide doubts and disputes 
within the Church. He was, therefore, in no way called 
upon to prescribe what was to be done in such case. 
The case before him was altogether different ; his in- 
structions are confined to it. 

" More might be said, but let this suffice. Dr. Whately's 
palmary argument, therefore, from the silence <f 
the Apostle, so far from being ' alone fully sufficient to 
establish' the fallibility of the Church, leaves that 
dogma quite untouched, has no force whatever 'against 
it, of any kind, in any degree." 



102 



THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 



[September, 



EDITORIAL REMARKS. 

In presenting to our readers, side by side, the argu- 
ments of his Grace the Archbishop of Dublin and the 
Bev. Professor of Theology at Maynooth, and making 
Borne remarks upon the latter, it is of course right to hold 
in mind that neither his Grace nor Dr. Murray purport 
to give all the arguments on their respective sides of the 
much controverted but most important question, whether 
God has given to mankind, in addition to a Divine re- 
velation of his will, a living infallible tribunal, to guide 
them to the right interpretation of it. Neither of the 
essays have gone into the general question in the way 
of proof or reply ; and it is but fair to the Rev. Dr. 
Murray to observe, that he expressly guards against the 
supposition that lie proposes to go into the general ques- 
tion, which, however, in p. 82, he holds out a hope that 
he will hereafter do, by entering fully into what he calls 
the Catholic proof; a task which we should gladly sec 
well executed, and which we doubt not — if executed by 
Dr. Murray — would prove as interesting to every sincere 
inquirer after truth, as it would be important to the 
Church at large.'if any such proof could be given as to 
deserve the name suggested by the learned professor. 

Dr. Murray, for the present, however, expressly con- 
fines himself to an examination of Dr. Whately's proof 
against infallibility, or at least " what is entirely new 
therein, or put forward in a new form." 

In order to appreciate the real weight of either the 
attack or the defence, it will be proper to invite 
the attention of our inquiring readers a little more 
minutely to the interesting passage in the Acts of the 
Apostles, ch. xx., out of which this controversy origi- 
nated — St. Paul was at Miletus, in Asia, on his way 
from Macedonia to Jerusalem, where he was anxious to 
be, if possible, on the day of Pentecost, and therefore, 
not having leisure to revisit Ephesus (which was then the 
most important church in that part of Asia), but being 
anxious to take a final leave of the Ephesian Church, 
knowing "that they should see his face no more," he 
from Miletus sent to Ephesus and called the elders of 
that church, whom, in v. 28, he states had been made by 
the Holy Ghost overseers (i. e., bishops) of the flock, to 
feed the Church of God, and addressed to them the 
solemn exhortation and warning from which Archbishop 
Whately selected the text on which he bases his argu- 
ment. We shall give the passage in full from the Douay 
Bible. 

Acts xx. 15. 

15. And the day following we came to Miletus. 

16. For Paul had determined to sail by Ephesus, lest 
he should be stayed any time in Asia. For he hasted, 
if it were possible for him, to keep the (lay of Pentecost 
at Jerusalem. 

17. And sending from Miletus to Ephesus, he called 
the ancients of the church. 

18. And when they were come to him, and were toge- 
ther, he said to them ; You know from the first day that 
I came into Asia, in what manner I have been with 
you for all the time. 

19. Serving the Lord with all humility and with tears, 
and temptations which befell me by the conspiracies of 
the Jews ; 

20. How I have kept back nothing that was profitable 
to you, but have preached it to you, and taught you 
publicly, and from house to house, 

21. Testifying both to Jews and Gentiles penance 
("repentance," English version) towards God, and faith 
in our Lord Jesus Christ. 

22. And now behold, being bound in the spirit, I go 
to Jerusalem, not knowing the things which shall befal 
me there. 

23. Save that the Holy Ghost in every city witnesseth 
to me, saying : that bonds and afflictions wait for me at 
Jerusalem. 

24. But I fear none of these things, neither do I 
count my life more precious than myself, so that I may 
consummate my course, and the ministry of the word 
which I received from the Lord Jesus, to testify the 
gospel of the grace of God. 

25 And, now, behold I know that all you, among 
whom I have gone preaching the kingdom of God, should 
see my face no more. 

26. Wherefore I take you to witness this day, that I 
am clear from the blood of all men. 

27. For I have not spared to declare unto you all the 
course (English version, " counsel") of God. 

28. Take heed to yourselves, and to the whole flock, 
wherein the Holy Ghost hath placed you bishops (Eng- 
lish version, "overseers"), to rule the church of God, 
which he hath purchased with his own blood. 

29. 1 know that after my departure ravening wolves 
will enter soon among you, not sparing the flock, 

30. And of your own selves shall arise men speaking 
perverse things, to draw away disciples after them. 

31. Therefore watch, keeping in memory that for 
three years, I ceased not with tears to admonish every 
one of you night and day. 

32. And now 1 commend you to God, and to the 
word of his grace, who is able to build up, and to give 
an inheritance among all the sanctified. 

33. I have not coveted any man's silver, gold, or ap- 
parel, as 

34. You yourselves know : for such things as were 



needful for me and them that were with me, these hands 
have furnished. 

35. I have showed you all things, how that so la- 
bouring you ought to support the weak, and to remember 
the word of the Lord Jesus, how he said, " It is a more 
blessed thing to give rather than to receive." 

36. And when he had said these things, kneeling 
down he prayed with them all. 

37. And there was much weeping among them all ; 
and falling on the neck of Paul, they kissed him, 

38. Being grieved most of all for the word which he 
said, that they should see his face no more. And they 
brought him on his way to the ship. 

Now, 

1. We think it must be plain to any candid reader of the 
Apostle's address, that the thing which chiefly moved 
him to these earnest exhortations to "watch and re- 
member," was a sense of the dangers to which the 
Church at Ephesus would be exposed upon his removal 
from them. It was the prospect of the approaching 
withdrawal of him — a living infallible guide — which 
moved him to make such a pathetic appeal to the fallible 
pastors, to whom he was now, as he supposed, for the 
last time, committing the flock which he had gathered. 
It is not reasonable, therefore, to suppose that, upon 
such an occasion, he was thinking merely of the danger 
to which the pastors would have been exposed under all 
circumstances, and whether he was present or absent. 
He could not have been thinking merely of temptations 
under which they might lie to a wilful rejection of 
what they knew to be his doctrine — a wilful separation 
from what they knew to be the Catholic Church — a wilful 
setting at nought of what they knew to be Apostolic 
authority. Nor, indeed, would the remedy which he 
prescribes for the dangers which he did foresee have 
been any remedy against such dangers as we have just 
alluded to, and which seem to be the only ones thought 
of by Professor M. To eemembeb the Apostle's doc- 
trine would, it is manifest, be no safeguard against 
wilfully and knowingly rejecting or falsifying that 
doctrine. On the contrary, that doctrine could not have 
been wilfully and knowingly rejected or falsified except 
it had been remembered. 

But there plainly was a danger perceived by him to 
which ( 1 ) the pastors here addressed would be peculiarly 
liable in the Apostle's absence, and (2) against which 
the remedy prescribed by St. Paul would be an appro- 
priate remedy — namely, the danger of, through heedless- 
ness, forgetting some part of those large expositions 
of the whole counsel of God which the Apostle had 
made to them. There manifestly teas in his view a 
danger that, after the Apostle's departure, his doctrine 
might be first partiallyybr^e«en and then misrepresented; 
and such a danger could only be guarded against either 
(1) by the pastors diligently remembering every point 
of his doctrine in its true sense ; or (2) by their having, 
when any question arose, recourse to some infallible 
guide who could assure them what the Apostle's doc- 
trine really had been. 

Even in the Apostles' lifetime, upon occasion of their 
temporary absence from churches they had founded, we 
find that several doubts arose about the meaning of their 
doctrine, and that several points of it were forgotten 
and misrepresented. See particularly 2 Thess. ii. 
1, 2, 3, 5; 1 Cor. vii. 1 ; and compare John xxi. 
23 and 2 Peter i. 12—15 ; Jude 3. And in such 
cases it appears that the Apostles themselves interposed 
by writing, to set the churches right. And, indeed, 
we find the Apostle Paul, after this very address, writ- 
ing an epistle to this same Church of Ephesus, to re- 
mind them of his doctrine ; but as time went on, and 
the absence of the Apostles was not merely temporary 
but perpetual, it is plain that such dangers would be 
vastly increased. 

Now, according to Eoman Catholics, there was a 
remedy provided for the dangers thus likely to arise 
from that infirmity or remissness on the part of the 
pastors which St. Paul, in this passage, looks forward 
to with so much apprehension— namely, a living infal- 
lible guide, maintained constantly in the Church, to 
supply their deficiencies. And the difficulty which Dr. 
M. has to meet — and which we humbly conceive he has 
not met, but only shuts his eyes to— is, why, under 
such circumstances, St. Paul did not mention or allude 
to that remedy. 

2. And this will be still more evident if we consider 
that the warning of the Apostle is addressed to these 
elders, not in their personal capacities, but as officers 
of the Church. The danger which the Apostle is con- 
templating is not so much guilt that might be con- 
tracted by these men individually, through a breach of 
their duty, as the damage which might accrue to others 
by their remissness: that so "grievous wolves might 
enter in, not sparing the flock ;" and that " of their own 
selves should men arise speaking perverse things — i. e., 
giving a distorted statement of the Gospel — to draw 
away the disciples after them." What he was mainly 
anxious about, therefore, must have been, maintaining 
the orthodox faith among the people over whom the 
Holy Ghost had made these men bishops. 

Now he had, as we have seen, before his mind the 
thought of the possibility of these very bishops losing, 



through remissness, the memory of some of the 
things which he had taught them, Bince, other- 
wise, it would have been puerile to exhort them so 
pathetically to " watch and remember." He had, 
therefore, fully before his mind the very case in which 
a living infallible guide would be most necessary, and 
in which an appeal to that guide would be most advis- 
able; and yet he says not a word of such a guide, or of 
any reference to him. 

These elders, in short, are supposed by Dr. M. to have 
been fallible men, placed in circumstances of imminent 
danger, and having on one side fallible means of pre- 
serving the Apostle's doctrine in their own private me- 
mories of his words, and their own private judgment of 
the meaning of those words, and of the just inferences 
to be drawn from it ; but, on the other, an infallible 
guide at hand, by consulting whom they might at all 
times be set right. And the Apostle is represented as 
distinctly recognising their fallibility, and the fallibility 
of the means which they had of themselves for preserv- 
ing the tradition of his doctrine ; and yet spending his 
whole time in exhorting them to a diligent use of those 
fallible means, without dropping a hint of the infallible 
guide, who could at any time rectify their mistakes or 
supply what they had forgotten ; and all this, while his 
great subject of anxiety was the preservation of the 
knowledge of the true faith in the flock committed to 
their care ! 

The Apostle is, in fact, represented by Dr. Murray 
assaying — "Hitherto 1 have been able to give you 
guidance and direction ; but hereafter, though there 
will still be continued to the Church at all times the 
same infallible guidance, so that even, if all the Apos- 
tles were now scattered and slain (which is a thing 
likely enough), yet still the infallible director would 
continue. Notwithstanding all this, you, in dealing 
with the errors which are likely to be introduced, even 
by bishops themselves, however mischievous or how- 
ever subtle, do you trust to your own fallible private 
recollection of my teaching, and to your own fallible 
private judgment of its meaning, for it would be ' idle 
and pernicious' to think of consulting, in such cases, 
the infallible guide, who is, however, quite necessary 
for the Church, and will be perpetually maintained 
in it." Now, can any one suppose that this is a rational 
account of the Apostle's conduct ? 

3. Again, the elders whom the Apostle was addressing, 
were what the law would call a kind of body corpo- 
rate, a body having a succession. They were an order of 
teachers intended to subsist, as an order, to the end of 
the world. Now, in a solemn charge to such a body of 
men, one's thoughts are naturally carried on from the 
present individuals to their successors. And not un- 
reasonably ; because we commonly hope that the prin- 
ciples and rules of acting, once fixed in such a body, 
will be carried on and transmitted through its whole 
succession. There is seldom a total sudden change in 
the members of such a body. But the old members fall 
off, and new ones come on gradually, one by one ; so 
that the whole line has an appearance of continuity ; 
and the new members may be expected to be influenced 
by the old ones, and to inherit, as it were, the instruc- 
tion which they received. 

Hence the Apostle would naturally feel that, in ad- 
dressing these elders, on their duty after his removal, 
he was laying down maxims to regulate both them and 
their successors. It was, we know, the duty of these 
bishops not only to teach the laity, but to continue their 
own order : and he must have hoped that the solemn 
charge, which he was then delivering to them, would he 
fondly cherished in their recollections, and repeated by 
them to those who should come after. He was now 
leaving his last legacy of warning to a permanent body 
of teachers, for their direction, under very dangerous 
circumstances, and in a time of persecution, when some 
changes in the members of that body might speedily be 
looked for. It would be strange, therefore, if his mind 
were not carried on to view them under this aspect, and 
address, in them, their successors also ; and, therefore, 
very strange that, speaking under such circumstances, 
to such a body, he should say nothing of the infallible 
guide, supposing such to exist. 

(For continuation see page 10*.) 

TO CORRESPONDENTS. 

JJ> have leen obliged by press of matter to postpone the inser- 
tion of several valued contributions, already in type, and beg to 
apoliyize to our Celbridge correspondent for our delay in noticing 
his communication. 

Mr. Power's letter reached us too late for our present number, but 
shall be inserted in our next. 

All letters to be addressed to the Editor, 9, Upper Sachville-st. 

No anonymous letter can be attended to. Whatever is sent for 
insertion must be authenticated by the name and address of the 
writer, not necessarily for publication, but as a guarantee for his 
good faith. 

Contributors of £1 per annum will be furnished with six copies 
any of which will be forwarded, as directed, to nominees of the 
subscriber. Any one receiving any number of the journal which 
has not been paid for or ordered by himself, will not be charged for 
it and may assume that it has been paid for by a subscriber. 



104 



THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 



[September, 



countrymen ; and let us consider what other 
reason can be given for it. 

We have found, in the Tablet newspaper of 
the 31st of last July, a letter, written by a Ro- 
man Catholic missionary priest, employed among 
the Irish Roman Catholics in America, during 
those very twelve years of which Mr. Mullen 
speaks ; and this missionary thus undertakes to 
account for it : — 

" I declare it as my own experience of twelve years 
in the western missions, and I appeal for its truth to 
every missionary, of longer or shorter experience, the 
feet that apostasies from the faith of St. Patrick is 
owing, with scarcely an exception, to the wont of reli- 
gious instruction in which these unfortunate people were 
literally raised. ... My humble advice, therefore, 
to those whom it may concern, in Ireland, is, teach all 
the children, and many, very many of the adults, the 
Christian doctrine." 

We think this explanation is not far from the 
truth ; but we do not think that it is the truth. 

We never heard of a multitude of men chang- 
ing their religion while they continued in stupid 
ignorance. It is when men's minds begin to 
work, that these things happen. When men 
attain to the first and hardest step in the path 
of knowledge — namely, the knowledge of their 
own ignorance — then they will take some active 
step in the search for truth. We met with a 
remarkable instance of this not long since. We 
saw an address, signed by 243 Roman Catholic 
heads of families, in a parish in the west of Ire- 
land, and presented by them to the Protestant 
clergyman of that parish. We shall never for- 
get the simple and forcible statement it contained 
— " We find that we have lived in ignorance, and 
that we are like to die in the same." And they 
asked him to build them a church, and to give 
them instruction. Their request was complied 
with, and they now learn from him the Word of 
God. 

Ii, was not their ignorance that led them to 
this, but the discovert they had made of their 
ignorance. 

We have now shown, from unquestionable tes- 
timony, what is going on in Ireland and in 
America. In such a state of things discussion 
and inquiry is essential and inevitable. Our 
journal was established to afford a means of this 
discussion; and the manner in which Roman 
Catholic laymen have come forward for such dis- 
cussion in our pages, is not the least remarkable 
eign of the times. 

It has been our endeavour heretofore, and will 
be for the time to come, to conduct this discus- 
sion as sincere lovers of truth, and in a spirit of 
Christian love towards all our fellow-country- 
men. 



THE TOUCHSTONE. 
(Continued from page 69.) 

Objection 9 — Protestants, to justify their revolt 
from the old Church, affirm, that she had revolted from 
God, and that God Almighty had cast her off. 

Their own Bible assures them that God Almighty 
has made a solemn oath, that this should never be 
{Isaiah liv. 9, 10)— As I have sworn, that the waters of 
Noah should no more go ouer the earth ; so I have sworn, 
that I would not be wroth with thee (the Church) nor 
rebuke thee. Tor the mountains shall depart, and the 
hills be removed, but my kindness shall not depart from 
thee, neither shall the covenant of my peace be removed, 
*aith the Lord, that hath mercy on thee. Where it is 
worthy our notice, that this whole chapter is acknow- 
ledged, by the contents prefixed to it in the Protestant 
Bible, to have been spoken of the Gentile Church, to 

which St. Paul himself applies the first verse of it Gal. 

iv. 27. 

Objection 10 — Protestants, to justify their revolt 
from the Church, pretend that God Almighty's covenant 
of peace with his Church was not everlasting, and that 
hedid not promise that his sanctuary should be in the 
midst of his Church for evermore. 

Their Bible, in plain terms, contradicts both parts of 
this their assertion (Exeh. xxxvii. 26), where God 
Almighty, after having promised by his prophet the 
coming of Christ, and the establishment of his htegdom 
—that is, of his Church— tells us, Moreover I will make 
a covenant of peace with them. It shall be on 
XVErlastinc covenant with them : And I will place 



them, and multiply them, and will set jii sanctuary 
in the midst of them for evermore. 

Reply to 9 and 10 Protestants do not affirm 

these things. They hold that, though the Christian 
Church had fallen into grievous and damnable errors, it 
had never wholly revolted from God ; nor do they 
believe that the Almighty had ever cast her off. On the 
contrary, they believe that God's Spirit never abandoned 
his Church, since the fundamental points of Christianity 
were maintained, and the means of knowing God's will 
were preserved among Christians. Otherwise, the 
Reformation — which was not any new revelation, but 
merely an assertion of the doctrine contained in the 
acknowledged Scriptures— could not have taken place. 
Just so God had not deserted the Church of Israel, 
amidst all its corruptions, as long as the means of sal- 
vation were preserved, and there was ever so obscure a 
remnant who used them. This abiding of God's Spirit, 
then, is the " covenant of peace" which he promised by 
his prophet to make with his Church — this is the 
" sanctuary" which he has set in the midst of them for 
evermore." 

Objection 11 Protestants deny that Christ's 

Church upon earth is always visible ; because they will 
have it, that for many ages, before their religion came 
in, there was no true visible Church upon earth. 

Their Bible, in many places, expressly assures us, 
that Christ's Church is always visible ; comparing it to 
a mountain upon the top of mountains, exposed to the view 
of all nations flowing unto it — Is. ii. 1, 2, 3, &c, and 
Micah iv. 1, 2. To a great mountain fitting the whole 
earth. — Dan. ii. 35. To a city set on a hill which cannot be 
hid St. Matt. v. 14. 

Reply — Protestants do not deny that Christ's Church 
is, and always has been visible (see reply 10), but they 
hold that this visible Church consists, and has always 
consisted, of various communities or churches, acknowledg- 
ing one and the same invisible Governor, and called one 
in reference to him — the Lord Jesus Christ — whose 
'•body," this collective assembly, is called in Scripture, 
and concerning which the prophet said — "AH nations 
shallffow into it." And accordingly they find Paul ad- 
dressing epistles to several distinct churches, without 
giving any hint of their being all subject to Rome. He 
says nothing of the kind, either in his Epistle to the 
Romans, or in his epistles to other churches. And the 
Apostle John, in the Book of Revelations, addresses 
seven churches in Asia as distinct communities, subject 
only to their Divine Master. 

Oujeotiun 12 Protestants maintain, that the whole 

Church of Christ is not in one only society or religion ; 
but that many different sects, divided from each other 
in faith and communion, may nevertheless all belong 
to the Church of Christ. 

Their Bible plainly teaches the contrary, in which 
onr Saviour tells ns (St. John x. 16) — Other sheep I 
have which are not of this fold (viz., the Gentiles, who 
were then separated from the Jews), them also I must 
bring, and they shall hear my voice ; and there shall be 
one fold and one shepherd. And St. Paul (Ephes. 
iv. 4, 6) — There is one bodt, and one spirit, as you 
are called in one hope of your calling, one Lord, one 
faith, one baptism. Nor, indeed, is it possible, ac- 
cording to the Scripture, that the Church of Christ 
should subsist, if she were split into many sects, di- 
vided from each other in faith and communion: For 
every kingdom divided against itself is brought to deso- 
lation ; and every city or house divided against itself 
shall not stand. — Matt. xii. 25. 

Reply — Protestants do indeed maintain (see reply 
1 1 and 7), that the Church of Christ is made up of dif- 
ferent churches, divided in respect of ordinances, but 
united in all fundamental points of faith, and there- 
fore belonging to the " one fold," under "one Shep- 
herd— Jesus Christ." 

The quotation from Matt. xii. 26, 26, seems to'bave 
nothing at all to do with the subject of divisions in the 
Christian Church. It was an answer to those persons 

who were attributing the miracles of Christ especially 

the casting out of devils — to Satan. If Satan allows 
his ministers (our Lord argued) to do the things belong. 
ing to the kingdom of God—." if. Satan cast out Satan," 
he is divided against himself, "how shall then his king- 
dom stand ?" for (v. 25) "every city or house divided 
against itself shall not stand." 

cTo be continned.) 



DR. MURRAY ON INFALLIBILITY. 
(Continned from page 102.) 
It may possibly appear somewhat startling to onr 
readers, that so eminent a Roman Catholic theologian 
as the Professor of Theology at Maynooth, should bare 
declared, in the passages we have quoted in eitenso 
from his essay in another column, page 101, that 
watchfulness and prayer are the means, and the sole 
means, of " preserving the treasure of sound doctrine, 
when once possessed ;" and consequently, that the silence 
of St. Paul, with respect to the existence of an infallible 
authority , as a preservative against the evils of heresy 
:and apostasy, arose simply from the fact, that to have 
referred to an infallible authority, as a security against 
the evils described and apprehended by St. Paul, would 



have been not only idle and impertinent, but actually 
pernicious. 

"It is written, "says Dr. M., "in the plainestcharae- 
ters, in every page of the Gospel, ' Watch and pray, that 
ye enter not into temptation.' This is one of the simple 
elements of Christian morals ; no new appeal to infal- 
lible authority is necessary for Christian bishops to 
learn it. The danger to which they [i.e., those who 
already possessed the whole of sound doctrine in its 
purity] were to be exposed, was that of falling away 
from the truth — of losing the grace of faith ; and that 
grace is to be preserved, like every other, by avoiding 
the occasion of sin, by watching and prayer, and pas- 
toral supervision. These are the means established by 
God, and no other," therefore ■" it would have been 
idle and impertinent in St. Paul to have made any refe- 
rence to a perpetual infallible tribunal, for recourse to 
a perpetual infallible tribunal is not the means, nor in 
any way a part of the means of overcoming the dangers 
in question" — pp. 37, 38. 

With every word of this we can agree with Dr. M., 
and have no doubt but Archbishop "Whately and all 
sound Protestant divines would do so too ; and if 
this be Bound Roman Catholic theology, and consistent 
with the doctrine of infallibility, as held by the Roman 
Catholic Church, we mustadmit that Archbishop Whate- 
ly 's argument from the silenceof St. Paul is greatly (so far 
as it is designed against the Church of Rome) weakened, 
if not answered, by Dr. Murray's reasoning. It is, how- 
ever, we think, something new to find an accredited 
teacher of the Church of Rome asserting that prayer 
and watchfulness are the means and the so/« means of 
preserving and transmitting in their integrity the doc- 
trines of religion, when once they have been delivered 
in their fulness ; in other words, that, for the prevention 
and avoiding of heresy or schism, an appeal to a living 
infallible guide on earth is not only useless but in- 
jurious ; the chief boast and pride of the Church of 
Rome having hitherto been that by its infallibility, 
and that alone, unity can be secured to the Church or 
schism prevented ; and however the authorities of the 
Irish Roman Catholic Church may be induced to wink at 
Dr. Murray's argument, as a convenient mode of reply 
to a difficult Protestant objection, we are disposed to be- 
lieve that the Roman Catholic Church will never consent, 
in real truth, to allow her members to treat her boasted 
infallible authority as superseded or needless, and to 
substitute for it the mere exercise of watchfulness and 
prayer (which every one can practise for himself) ; nor is 
it likely, we think, that the Roman Catholiclaity will con- 
sider that they derive much benefit or relief from risk 
and anxiety in following the teaching of an infallible 
guide, if they are once convinced by Dr. Murray that 
they must, after all, still rely exclusively upon watchful- 
ness and prayer as the sole means of continuing in the 
true faith (just as if they were Protestants and bad no 
such infallible guide to trust to as a preservative against 
error). 

That Dr. Murray himself does not, however, feel 
quite sure of the Catholicity of such a doctrine, and is 
anxious to leave himself a loophole to escape by, if need- 
ful, is evident from the same page (38J of his essay, in 
which it will be observed that he defines the function of 
infallible authority to include preserving sound doc- 
trine, as well as defining, proposing, and teaching it. 
These are his words — ' ' The function of infallible autho- 
rity, as such, is to preserve, define, propose, teach sound 
doctrine, and proscribe erroneous doctrine." To be 
consistent with his argument, his sentence ought to 
have run thus — "The function of infallible authority, 
as such, is not to preserve but to define, propose, 
teach," &c. The passage as it stands is, in fact, contra- 
dictory of his whole argument ; for if one of the func- 
tions of an infallible authority, as such, be to preserve 
sound doctrine, recourse to it would at least be a part 
(and if so, surely a most important part) of the means 
of overcoming the danger of falling away from the truth, 
and losing the grace of faith, which Dr. Murray, in the 
very same page, expressly denies to be the case. Is it 
not, therefore, plain, that Dr. Murray is obliged either 
to exclude " preserving sound doctrine" from the func- 
tions of an infallible church, as he virtually does in this 
argument, or to admit that his reply to Arobbiahop 
Whately is wholly inconclusive and illogical? And 
before going further, we call on Dr. Murray to answer 
this plain question, suggested by his own inconsistent 
statements— does the function of an infallible authority, 
as such, include or exclude the preserving sound doctrine ? 
And upon what authority does he so define it either in 
one way or the other ? We confess, however, at the 
same time, that we do not see that Dr. Murray would 
get over the difficulty, even by correcting bis de- 
finition, and excluding from it the word ". preserv- 
ing," for it is also part of his definition of the functions 
of infallible authority, as such, to " proscribe erroneous 
doctrine," and how it will be possible to hold that, 
while at the same time asserting that it is not any part 
of its functions to "preserve sound doctrine," and still 
more, how it can be part of its functions to " teach," 
and no part of its functions to "preserve" sound doc- 
trine, exceeds our powers to conceive ; and if there *e 
any such infallible tribunal authorized to teach sound 
doctrine, and proscribe erroneous doctrine, such a tribu- 
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nal would obviously be the- most effectual, as we believe 
the majority of Roman Catholics believe it actually to 
be the only effectual preservative against "falling away 
from the truth," and, therefore, would be such a means 
of preserving truth as St. Paul could not have been 
silent about when warning the Ephesians against the 
perils he described, and which Dr. Murray calls the 
"danger of falling away from the truth, and losing the 
grace of faith." 

We don't accuse Dr. Murray here of intentionally re- 
sorting to ambiguity of language (an expedient too 
commonly and sometimes successfully resorted to by 
controversialists), but we think he has here unintention- 
ally fallen into it. What are we to understand by the 
words " the grace of faith" in the passage we have just 
quoted ? Does he mean a personal grace existing in an 
individual ' It is, indeed, true that this grace, the per- 
sonal Christian grace of faith, is to be preserved by 
prayer and watchfulness. Bnt what has this to 
do with the present question? The Apostle was 
not speaking of "faith" as a grace or state of 
mind, but of " faith" in the objective sense, as the 
truth to be believed, and if Dr. Murray uses the word 
" faith" as it is a grace or state of mind, his argument 
is irrelevant — but if he uses it as meaning the " whole" 
body of " Christian doctrine," the " whole counsel of 
God" of which St. Paul was speaking, and which he so 
emphatically had just stated " that he had not spared 
to declare it to them," then Dr. Murray is reduced to 
assert that an infallible tribunal is of no value what- 
ever in preserving " the whole body of Christian doc- 
trine" or else to admit that St. Paul either was ignorant 
of it, or designedly but unaccountably omitted to men- 
tion the most complete safeguard and preservative 
against error, a divinely commissioned infallible Church, 
which if any such existed would be, as Archbishop 
Whately argues, " to suppose St. Paul destitute not 
only of all faithfulness in his high office, but of common 
prudence and rationality." 

But Dr; Mumy attempts to get out of the difficulty 
by making an assertion of which he seems to us to have 
given no semblance of proof. He says (p. 34) the 
danger was from undisguised heretics and schismatics, 
endeavouring to corrupt their faith (" speaking perverse 
things"), and to break the unity of the church (" to 
draw disciples after them"). 

This, surely, is a grave error in Dr. Murray's rea- 
soning. What ground has he for limiting the danger 
to that from undisguised heretics? Was not that from 
disguised heretics far greater ? Can Dr. Murray really 
think the " ravening wolves" here spoken of by St. Paul 
to be different from the "false apostles, deceitful workers, 
transforming themselves into apostles of Christ and mi- 
nisters of righteousness," whom he speaks of in 2 Cor. 
x. 13 — even as "Satan himself transforms himself into 
an angel of light" — or different from those " wolves in 
sheep's clothing" against whom our Lord warns his hearers. 
Were these, too, undisguised heretics ? In what age of 
the world, we would ask, did undisguised heretics appear, 
and who were they, and how was it that they succeeded ? 
Was it of undisguised heretics and schismatics St. Paul 
was speaking when he exhorted the same Ephesians (4 
ch.,v. 14) in these words — "Thatwebenomorechildren, 
tossed to and fro, and carried about with every wind by 
the sleight of men, and cunning craftiness whereby they 
lie in wait to deceive?" Can we possibly suppose any false 
teacher undisguiscdly avowing himself to be a heretic, 
and openly speaking "perverse things," and trying 
thereby to induce men to become his disciples ? Was it 
from teachers who should come in the open way, as 
"undisguised heretics," that St. Paul apprehended so 
great danger, as to have warned the Ephesians night 
and day with tears to watch and take heed unto them- 
selves ? Was it not obviously against disguised and un- 
suspected heretics that they were not only to combat but 
to watch ? Has not the principal danger in all ages been 
from these ? and was it not in order to detect and unmasi 
those disguised and deceitful false teachers of perverse 
things, who were " to arise among themselves," that 
St. Paul was warning them so earnestly — men who 
would glose over and misinterpret Holy Scripture and 
apostolical teaching, and attribute to the Apostles what 
they never said or wrote as part of their Divine teaching, 
and against whose subtle craftiness it would ever require 
the greatest watchfulness to guard themselves ? It was 
not merely against ravening wolves from without, but 
against wolves in sheep's clothing within that the Ephe- 
sians were to guard ; and what means could be so 
proper to detect those disguised heretics as that same 
infallible tribunal, whose function it is, according 
to Dr. Murray himself, to " proscribe" erroneous doc- 
trine, and expose and punish heresy ? And yet St. 
Paul is wholly silent concerning it. 

Dr. Murray represents the Apostle as anxiously 
warning the elders against palpable and open dangers, 
which any one could see, and saying nothing of those 
subtle ones which are always the most dangerous. He 
represents this skilful and honest pilot of the church as 
warning the crew, whom he was forced to leave in the 
hour of peril, to take care of the cliffs and promontories 
which they could plainly see with their own eyes, and 
yet saying nothing of the sunken rocks and hidden 



shoals which lay in their course, and which might easily 
escape their notice. Is this natural or credible ? 

And when Dr. M. specifies in particular the denial of 
Christ's divinity as one of the errors which' fallible 
pastors are quite competent to deal with effectually, is it 
not odd he should not have remembered that this was the 
very point which the first General Council was assembled 
to decide upon ? 

But Dr. Murray, after basing his whole argument 
on the assumption that the ancients of the Churches of 
Miletus and Ephesus (who had enjoyed the benefit of 
St. Paul's personal teaching, and learned the whole 
counsel of God, each one of them, from him as an infal- 
lible Apostle) were the persons exclusively addressed 
by St. Paul on this remarkable occasion (a position 
which, we think, we have already disproved), was too 
acute not to perceive that this was not a point likely to 
be conceded without proof, and he therefore thinks it 
prudent to show that he had not altogether overlooked 
it ; and alludes to it, in p. 40, as if it were a matter, 
however, of trifling moment, and easily disposed of. 
See the paragraph marked with brackets in p. 101. 

Here we join issue with Dr. Murray, and beg to dis- 
sent from what he calls " the fact just established" as a 
fact not established at all; for though we agree with 
him that "the warnings and instructions of the Apostle 
are in their general sense applicable to all times and 
places," we think he has altogether failed in establishing 
that the specific danger which he here foretells is mani. 
festly one that was to occur not long after. What is his 

argument to establish this ? The whole of it is this 

" For he says, after my departure ravening wolves shall 
enter in," "and of your own selves shall arise men 
speaking perverse things." Now, observe, St. Paul 
doe3 not say, " immediately or shortly after my depar- 
ture," nor allude to any particular time or event, but 
uses words which, with perfect propriety, might be 
used to designate either an event or a series of events 
which were not to happen until after his death — events 
quite as likely to happen fifty years after his death as a 
few years after it. What is it but this— "While I re- 
mained with you, to teach and warn you day and night 
with tears, you had me, of course, to refer to on all oc- 
casions of difficulty, but after I am gone, as you can no 
longer refer to me, keep an anxious watch against false 
teachers, who will try to mislead you" — a practical ex- 
hortation, which would surely be as applicable, if not 
more applicable, to their successors than to themselves. 
Were the exhortations of uninspired philosophers, such 
as Socrates or Aristotle, ever considered as addressed to 
their immediate disciples alone, and not understood as 
equally applicable to all their followers ? And how 
much more the words of an inspired Apostle, who had 
the acknowledged power of working miracles in confir- 
mation of everything he taught? And which of his 
hearers could have limited the caution of St, Paul as ap- 
plying exclusively to the natural lives of those to whom 
he spoke, merely because, in addressing such a class as 
the ordained pastors of the Church, he used the phrase 
"of your own selves," instead of the synonymous one 
" of your own body ?" The fact that during the life of 
Timothy, who was then Bishop of Ephesus, Hymeneus 
and Alexander, Phigellus and Hermogenes " made ship, 
wreck concerning the faith" — i.e., apostatized from 
Christianity — assuredly affords no additional proof that 
St. Paul exclusively confined his warning to those who 
actually heard him ; and until some better proofs than 
those given by Dr. Murray shall be produced, we cannot 
consent to treat it as "a fact established" that though 
St. Paul might have " contemplated a general case (the 
general fortunes of the Church in after ages), he did not 
contemplate any except a particular case, and, therefore, 
shaped his admonitions accordingly." On the contrary, 
we must continue to hold that St. Paul selected this oc- 
casion for addressing truths of general importance to 
the whole Church of God, especially when we see that 
his companion, St. Luke, writing under Divineguidance, 
thought this address was a suitable one to form a part 
of what was to be delivered down, for the benefit of all 
after ages, in the Holy Scriptures, and be received as an 
authoritative part of the Gospel of the grace of God, 
which St. Paul " received of the Lord Jesus," and was 
commissioned "to testify," not to the Ephesians only, 
but to the whole Gentile world. If this be the fact, and 
his words be admitted to be applicable also to the 
Church in after times, when (to use Dr. Murray's own 
words), "underthe pressureof persecution orfrom other 
causes, the knowledge of men might become imperfect, 
and doubts and difficulties might arise that would 
require the intervention of an infallible tribunal to 
settle, if such tribunal existed," the silence of St. Paul 
as to the existence of any such tribunal, is not 
only unexplained by Dr. Murray, b>it the Archbishop's 
palmary argument, as Dr. Xlurray calls it, is, we 
think, left quite untouched and unanswered. It ap- 
pears, indeed, to us that Dr. Whately so shaped his 
objection, that no other reply was possible, except that 
which Dr. Murray has attempted to give, but which has 
led him unavoidably into an admission at variance with 
the doctrines of his Church — an admission which, if it 
means anything, amounts to this — that an infallible 
authority is unnecessary for the transmission of Divine 
truth, inasmuch as when Divine truth has been once 



fully given to a church, infallibility is no longer re- 
quisite, even as a means for the prevention of disputes, 
or detection of heresy ; the sole means of preserving the 
treasure of sound doctrine being, " watching and 
prayer, and pastoral supervision," which are obviously 
as open to the members of the Church of England which 
denies, as to those of the Church of Kome which asserts 
the existence of an infallible guide and judge of contro- 
versies. On the whole, however we may admire the 
ingenuity and boldness of Dr. Murray, and appreciate 
"his temper and courtesy as a controversial writer, we 
think his attempt at replying to Archbishop Whately's 
essay has not only failed, but is one of the most distinct 
and explicit abandonments of the necessity for an infal- 
lible Church which we have yet met with in any Boman. 
Catholic writer. 
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TO THB EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC LAVJfAN. 

Sni — I am really much surprised you should assert, 
in page 78 of your July number, middle of second 
column, that I make the decrees of General Councils 
the sole interpreter of Scriptures ; that I mention this 
alone, (V) and, of course, that I believe in no other;. 

How can yon reconcile such a proposition with the 
7th paragraph of my letter, top of page 69, and Sri 
column of June number, wherein I expressly affirm 
that the clergy are to be regarded as the judges ap- 
pointed by God to expound the law, and their exposi- 
tions to be considered binding ? Ezekiel xliv. 24 ; 
Mai. ii. 7 ; Acts viii. 26, and subsequent verses : 
2 Cor. iii. 6. 

I certainly do say that the sense in which the Ca- 
tholic Church has held, and does hold, the Holy 
Scriptures, can be best ascertained — in fact, is embodied 
— in the decrees of her General Councils, which were 
convenedatdifferent periods to condemn various heresies ; 
and, in doing so, have necessarily given, and set forth 
in detail, the church's sense and interpretation of such 
portions of Scripture as from time to time were here- 
tically relied upon, and advanced against Catholic 
doctrine. 

That I deem perfectly satisfactory and consistent, in 
reply to the oft-repeated question of where the true 
sense of the Holy Scriptures is to be found, which the 
Boman Churchprofesses to enjoy, but which, it is alleged, 
she has never published. 

Tour commentary, in this particular, resembles very- 
much the wailing of a man under the discipline of a 
drummer. You are neither pleased with the interpre- 
tation of priests nor councils, and wish to be left all to 
yourself. 

Will you give me leave to ask, by what authority 
you next proceed to excommunicate from the Protestant 
fold Socinians and some others (?) whom you do not 
look upon as Christians, though they call themselves. 
Protestants ? Have they not as clear a right to exercise 
their private judgment, and protest as you? How can 
you write that you know of no difference among any 
Protestant bodies about articles of faith, when there 
are essential differences between the' United Church of 
England and Ireland, and what, by Act of Parliament, 
is styled the Protestant Presbyterian Church of Scot- 
land ? You state that your church law of divorce does 
not allow the separated parties to marry ; if so, why 
are such married by clergymen of the Church of Eng- 
land, not only as ministers, but likewise as principals ? 

You make a distinction between religious observances, 
&c, &c., and articles of faith, to which I readily accede, 
and am most happy to have elicited ; I only pray you 
to extend the same indulgence to Boman Catholics, and: 
not everlastingly be calling on them for Scripture 
proof of such and such religious practices and observ- 
, ances, which are matters of individual predilection, and 
not of general or Catholic belief. 

You conclude by observing, that if the Church of 
Borne had not been guilty of serious errors, you would 
not have been justified in leaving her communion. 
Whether the Church of Borne has erred in its teachings 
is but a matter of opinion ; whether it is the church 
founded by Christ and his Apostles, and, in despite of 
powers and principalities, enjoys a perpetuity, is a 
matter of fact. The living church, in direct descent, 
is the test and confutation of all false churches. 

For a moment, and for the sake of argument— ad- 
mitted it has become corrupt, what justification is that 
for your separation from her fold ? I challenge you to- 
produce a Scriptural authority for dissent. Dissent is. 
nowhere recommended in the New Testament ; quite 
the contrary. The Church of Galatia was corrupt ; St. 
Paul, nevertheless, did not exhort its members to sepa- 
rate from, or come out of it, but to remedy its abuses. 
The Church of Corinth was corrupt ; the Apostle acted 
in the same way with respect to it. The Jewish Church 
was corrupt, exceedingly corrupt in our Saviour's time, 
yet he, whom if we follow we walk in the fulness of 
light, so far from separating from it, attended on its 
ministrations, paid its charges, inculcated obedience to 
its ministers; in a word, exhibited the example of a scru- 
pulous regard to its ecclesiastical authority. When the 
Corinthians had a mind to introduce something like 



